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MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT 


WWR 


at come point on c 
sltnetlos in which 
wir or escalating 


look for compromise 


isaebev's strategy comes to this: he exerts 
on our side of the line; by such pressure he 
hich we can only reply at the risk ef »**-*«ng 
iting in that direction; faced with this prospect* 
*i he backs down a little; and a compromise Ls 
:•» mores his lists forward* and shifts ns b»cV . 


This Is what we face in Laos 
successfully from beyond their two 
the essential point of the exercise « 


lets moved out 
la 1954; It Is 


Viet- Nam In which a relaxation 
Vlet-Nam's ‘neutrality. '* 


on Berlin, f 
we shall be < 
of guerrilla 


rfare will be offered for 


age, 
of c< 


some useable means 


this kind of nibb l ing operation* In a dwnasBoclMr 
came to advocate, la the past ten years, a build-up 
»s. The rationale was to provide the O.S. with 
of fore* to substitute for the choice between 


As we lenm more abmt this business from day to day, I submit 
that a conventional force build-up U not sufficient to cope with 
Khrushchev's tactic. S we are to maintain the status quo in ths face 
tactic, we must find ways of p»r»H»«g pressure on 
side of the line {with conventional forces or by other means ) wH - H 
win offset the pressures on our side of the line. If he thinks we can do 
this, he may leave the status quo alone. If he tests us, such counter- 
pressure may permit a nego ti a tion which protects the status <pto* rather 
shifts it against ns. Put another way* we must Mr. Khrushchev 

•k*- r * ***« burden of m a kin g sacrifices to avoid nuclear war. This means 
we must he prepared to increase the risk of war oa his side of die line 
as well as facing it oa ours. 

SANITIZED 

S EGUE ? — by ton NA 35. DATE q W<~ 


> 



With respect to the crisis la Southeast Asia., »*»<? vies of the 
m a tt er -would imply that are may not wish to protect Sooth Ytet-Nam 
merely by accept Lag aa expended guerrilla -war south of the 17 th pa ^11^1 
We may -wish to pot Moscow, Peking, Hanot, and the World Community 
on notice that aa expansion of the attack on Diem may lead to direct 
retaliation la Yletminh territory. This would require using the Ge ne ra 
Conference on La os , the UN, or both, to present and to dramatise 
Yiet minh aggression against Yiet-Nam. and to present the case for 
moving against the scarce of the aggression. 










